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of the great intellectual weaknesses of the school. One of the two
most important historical events in the history of Lorraine in his
time was the discovery of the Gilchrist-Thomas process, which, by
making it possible to remove the phosphorus from the Lorraine
iron ore, transformed the poor rural province of Barres's childhood
into one of the great pieces of economic booty of the modern world.
Barres ignored this development, just as Maurras and his school
have continued to ignore the whole problem of the influence of the
technical revolution on the position of France in the world. In the
same way, although Barres had a knowledge of the frontier pro-
vinces between France and Germany to which Maurras has never
attained and understood their state of mind better than Bainville,
he never attached the importance it deserved to the work of modern
history in these regions, to the effects of industrialization, of
Prussian administration,  of German  nationalism,  and modern
socialism. He laid himself open to the criticism of Albert Thibaudet
in Les Princes Lorrains. He not only thought it possible to make of
the Rhineland a new Switzerland, but to make of it a Switzerland
in which no memory of William Tell would trouble the dreams of
the former subjects of the Reich. His solution for the question of
the Rhineland, set out in the Grands Problemes du Rhin, his " Let
us go back to the First Empire," to the Confederation of the Rhine,
is naive enough. But it is no more naive than the Maurrasian
solution; and in any case, to return to the time when Jean Bon
Saint-Andr6 and Lezay-Marnesia won the respect and devotion of
his German subjects for the Emperor, is to go less far back and to
rely on historical parallels which have more life in them, than this
dream of a perpetual Diet of Ratisbon, managed by an eternal series
of Father Josephs! No, it was not because he was less of a realist
than Maurras or had less of that "tact des choses possibles" that
Cavour thought the greatest quality in a statesman, that Barres let
his disciples slip away from him.
The opposite was the case; it was because his realism was
superior to that of Maurras, because his activities, as a deputy, as a
party chief, as a novelist who was not merely the pet of a small
literary and political circle, had involved him too deeply in the life
really lived by men, for him to believe, with all the willingness in the
world, in the possibility of remaking France on a plan that pre-
supposed that 1793 kad not happened or had had only transitory